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Office Action Summary 

Application No. 

Appltcant(s) 

Exafiiiner 

Group Art Unit 



—The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet beneath the correspondence address— 
Period for Reply <^*2 ; 

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE ■ - MQNTH(S) FROM THE MAILING DATE 

OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 


- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 :1 36(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed after SIX (6) MONTHS 
from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If the period for reply specified above is less than thirty (30) days, a reply within the statutory minimum of thirty (30) days will be considered timely. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, such period shall, by default, expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication . 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply wilt, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 1 33). 


Status 


sponsive to cdmmunication(s) filed on 5 *5 & <-OQ 
sfhis action is FINAL 


□ Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters; prosecution as to the merits is closed in 
accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 C;D. 1 1; 453 0.G. 213. 


Disposition of Claims 

;j^laim(s) I j ^ 

Of the above claim(s)— 

□ Claim(s) 

Xaaim(s) ^>" 3 ^ n J ^ ? W 

□ Claim(s) — : = ! 


Js/are pending in the application. 


is/are withdrawn from consideration. 


: is/are allowed. 


□ Claim(s)- 


is/are rejected. 

: — is/are objected to. 

r— are subject to restriction or election 

requirement. 

Applicati n Papers 

□ See the attached Notice of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing Review, PTO-948. 
^^th proposed drawing correction, filed on S^?o ~ is ^approved B Uiuu^jp i u i uii . «CX C^p^~ <XA^ ncxt^ 

□ Th drawing(s) filed on is/are objected to by the Examiner. 

□ Th specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

□ Th oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. 
Priority under 35 U.S.C. §119 (aHd) 

□ Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 11 9(a)-(d). 

□ All □ Some* □ None of the CERTIFIED copies of the priority documents have been 

□ received. 

□ received in Application No. (Series Code/Serial Number) . 


□ received in this national stage application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 1 7.2(a)). 

•Certified copio&not received: 

Attachments) \ 


□ Information Disclosure Stat ment(s) f PTO-1449, Paper No(s); . 
^flotice of Ref rence(s) Cited, PTO-892 

□ Notice of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing Revi w, PTO-948 


«*□ Int rview Summary, PTO-413 

□ Notice of Informal Patent Application, PTO-152 

□ Other 
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The new abstract is objected to, it should be rewritted on a separate page and without 
underlining and brackets which are only for use in claims. 

Page 2, line 13 "16" should be -26--. Page 4, line 24, after "64" ~,see figure 4- should 
be added. 

Claim 1, line 5, change to read —..at leatr two PC cards,..-- is suggested for consistancy 
with line 9 which requires "two PC card slots"; on line 7, 13. Claim 10 "a" should be —the--. 

The amendment filed May 30 2000 is objected to under 35 U.S.C. 132 because it 
introduces new matter into the disclosure. 35 U.S.C. 132 states that no amendment shall 
introduce new matter into the disclosure of the invention. The added material which is not 
supported by the original disclosure is as follows: The fig. 2 depiction of the fan 66 mounted on 
a side wall of the carrier lacks support in the origional disclosure. The fan could be shown as in 
fig. 3. 

Applicant is required to cancel the new matter in the reply to this Office action. 

07-289 

Figs. 3, 4 are objected to, if connector 48 is on carrier 32 in fig. 3, it should «a^also be 
shown on part 62 in fig. 4. These connectors, it is believed, should properly be shown and 
numbered as separate members. 

Applicant is required to submit a proposed drawing correction in reply to this Office 
action. However, formal correction of the noted defect can be deferred until the application is 
allowed by the examiner. 
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Claim 13 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over admitted prior art 
in view of Cheng. 

Claim 13 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Cheng in view of 
Darden. 

For claim 13 the references are applied as discussed in the last Office action. The 

main 

reference are sufficiently analogous that if heat were a problem in the reference systems, it would 

A 

have been obvious to use a plug-in fan of the Cheng type. See Darden, fig. 1 computer 6 which is 
comparable in structure to the Cheng computer 1 0. 

Claims 1-12 and 14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Tsai 
taken in view of Shieh, Darden, Cheng and Heung. 

The patents are applied as discussed previously. It also would have been obvious to 
include a fan in the Tsai asembly in view of Cheng and Heung. This would provide cooling of 
the Tsai fig. 4 computer. 

Claims 1-12 and 14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
admitted prior art in view of Darden, Tsai, Cheng and Heung. 

It would have been obvious to provide the prior art carrier 12 with a fan in view of Heung 

and Cheng to enable cooling of the assembly. Darden and Tsai are applied as in the last office 

or"* 

action. In addition whether carrier 12 is to be used for a hard drive 26 »for receiving PC cards 

A 

is seen to have been an obvious variation since such PC card receivers are well known. In either 
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case to add a fan to the carrier would have been an obvious change. Note that the Heung module 
14 includes a fan along with various electrical systems. 

Applicant's arguments filed with the amendment have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. Arguments as to claim 13 are responded to above. For the claims 1-12 rejection, 
note that arguements are only to addition of the fan. It is submitted that use of a fan in the Tsai 
or prior art carriers would have an obvious variation ^cooling were desired. 

Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this 
Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). 
Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this 
final action. 

Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this 
Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). 
Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 
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A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1 . 1 36(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this 
final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication should be directed to N. Abrams at 
telephone number (703) 308-1729. 

Abrams/dc 
June 19, 2000 



EXAMINER v 
ART UNIT 322 


